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REMARKS 

Claim 12 stands objected to for informalities. It is 
believed that claim 11 is the intended claim being referenced 
here, and claim 11 has been amended to correct the 
informalities . 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 10, 19 and 23 stand rejected under 
judicially created doctrine of double patenting as allegedly 
being unpatentable over claims of U.S. Patent 6,611,918. 

Claim 13 stands rejected under judicially created doctrine 
of obviousness -type double patenting as allegedly being 
unpatentable over claim 4 of U.S. Patent 6,611,918. 

Claim 19 stands rejected under judicially created doctrine 
of obviousness -type double patenting as allegedly being 
unpatentable over claim 1 of U.S. Patent 6,611,918. 

Claim 23 stands rejected under the judicially created 
doctrine of obviousness -type double patenting as allegedly being 
unpatentable over claim 11 of U.S. Patent 6,611,918. 

Claims 6, 15, 21 and 25 stand rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness -type double patenting as 
allegedly being unpatentable over claims described above of U.S. 
Patent 6,611,918 in view of Volk et al . U.S. Patent 5,543,743. 

Claims 9, 18, 22 and 27 stand rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness -type double patenting as 
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allegedly being unpatentable over claim described above of U.S. 
Patent 6,611,918 in view of Patwa et al . U.S. Patent 5,883,423. 

Claims 7, 8, 16, 17 and 26 stand rejected under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness -type double patenting 
as allegedly being unpatentable over claims decribed above of 
U.S. Patent 6,611,918 and Volk in view of Kwon et al . U.S. 
Patent 5,886,550. 

Claims 3, 12 and 20 stand rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness -type double patenting as 
allegedly being unpatentable over claims described aove of U.S. 
Patent 6,611,918. 

These contentions are respectfully traversed. 

A terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) is 
filed herewith to obviate the double patenting rejections. 
Common ownership of the present application and U.S. Patent No. 
6,611,918 is shown by the assignments recorded at reel/frame 
numbers 01052/0139 and 014594/0045 (copies enclosed) and the 
assignments filed on April 6, 2005 (copies enclosed) . In view 
of the common ownership and the terminal disclaimer, withdrawal 
of the double patenting rejection is respectfully requested. 
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Applicant asks that all claims be allowed. Enclosed is a 
check for $120.00 for the one month extension fee. Please 
charge any other charges or credits to Deposit Account 
No. 06-1050. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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